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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. . 

2. Claims 1, 4, 9, 12, 17-19, 24, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Applicant's Background of the Invention (ABI hereinafter, Pub no.: 
20020138416, please see the disclosed background of the invention). 

Re claims 1, 9, 17 and 24. ABI discloses a method for assessing and/or managing 
risks for an organization, comprising the steps of: (a) inventorying a plurality of assets of 
the organization, wherein each asset is defined to be one of an electronic asset type 
and a location asset type, and wherein the electronic asset type includes computers and 
networking equipment therefor and the location asset type includes physical locations 
where the electronic asset types are placed (i.e, Inventory and definition. In order to 
measure the theoretical impact of a risk, the organization determines its assets (e.g., 
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electronic devices, electronically stored data, etc.) that are involved in support of critical 
processes, see paras 0015 of the applicants specification); (b) identifying at least one 
criterion defining a security objective of the organization (i.e., Vulnerability and threat 
assessment, see paras 0017); (c) identifying one or more inventoried assets that relate 
to the identified criterion (i.e., Once assets have been identified, a value is assigned to 
each asset, see paras 0015), and (e) assessing the risk to the organization based on 
the measured values of the one or more metric equations (i.e., Once risk has been 
assessed and identified, the organization can choose to accept tha risk, mitigate the 
risk, or transfer the risk, see paras 0024). ABI does not explicitly disclose formulating 
one or more metric equations for each identified criterion, each metric equation being 
defined, in part, by the one or more identified assets, wherein each metric equation 
yields an outcome value when one or more measurements are made relating to the 
identified assets. However, official notice is taken that it is old and well-known in the 
business and scientific world to set up metric equations for measured variables, wherein 
this statement of equality between two expressions consisting of variable and /or 
numbers is used to answer business organizational questions in a systematic way. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the old 
and well-known teachings supra into ABI to find answers to business organizational 
questions in a more efficient and systematic way. 

Re claims 4, 12, 19, 27. ABI further discloses the method, wherein the plurality of 
assets are defined to be one of a user type, a user population type, a data type and a 
network type in addition to the electronic type and the location type, wherein the user 
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type relates to an individual user and the user population type relates to a group of 
users (i.e., e.g., electronic devices, electronically stored data, etc., see paras 0015). 
Re claim 18. ABI further discloses the system , wherein the computer is further 
configured to: electronically scan the plurality of assets (i.e., There are a number of 
tools available to electronically scan electronic devices and assess vulnerabilities within 
electronic devices, see paras 0019); interview members of the organization to identify 
the plurality of assets; and manually identify the plurality of assets (i.e., inventory and 
definition, paras 001 5). 

3. Claims 2, 3, 5-8,10, 11, 13-16, 20-23, 25-26, and 28-31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over ABI in view of Norton et al (Norton, 
hereinafter. Pub No.: 2002/0091699). 

Re claims 2, 10, 25. ABI does not explicitly disclose the method wherein the step (a) 
comprises the step of: identifying the plurality of assets and storing the identified assets 
into a database. However, Norton makes this disclosure (i.e., standardized asset 
database, see fig. 1a, see also col.1 paras 0003). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teachings of Norton into ABI to 
effectively manage access to the asset information. 

Re claims 3, 11, 26. ABI further discloses the method, wherein the step of identifying 
the plurality of assets comprises at least one of: electronically scanning the plurality of 
assets (i.e., There are a number of tools available to electronically scan electronic 
devices and assess vulnerabilities within electronic devices, see paras 0019); 
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interviewing members of the organization to identify the plurality of assets; and manually 
identifying the plurality of assets (i.e., inventory and definition, paras 001 5). 
Re claims 5-8, 13-16, 20-23, 28-31. ABI does not explicitly disclose the method, further 
comprising the step of: establishing at least one relationship between the plurality of 
assets. However, Norton makes this disclosure (see fig.8, also see col.4 paras 0085- 
0090). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
the teachings of Norton into ABI to effectively manage access to the asset information. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OJO O. OYEBISI whose telephone number is (571 ) 

272- 8298. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30A.M-5:30P:M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, RICHARD E. CHILCOT can be reached on (571)272-6777. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or recess to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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